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quo.' I deny any claim that he had as a man of science, and I never discovered that he had any sentiments which belong to such ... " Bentham did however mention both Barclay and Sinclair, as noted by McKelvey ( op. cit., p. 63 7) . Although Hinds probably ignored Barclay for the most part, the latter apparently looked upon the situation as directly competitive.
In his diary Barclay gives some details of his collecting activities which are of interest. The shore itinerary of Hinds is relatively well known and with a few significant exceptions is paralleled by that of Barclay. Barclay's itinerary on shore in the region under consideration may be summarized as follows: It will be noted that Barclay was not allowed to accompany the well known expedition up the Sacramento River (Oct. 31-Nov. 18, 1837), on which Hinds collected a number of interesting plants, nor was he permitted to land in some of the other places where botanical collections were made, such as San Quintin.
Some of Barclay's comments in his diary on the areas he visited are of botanical interest. As an example may be quoted a few of his remarks on what is now San Francisco, written in October, 1837: "The road [from Yerba Buena to the Mission Dolores] led us through a kind of coppice-Wood~chiefly evergreen oaks~Arbutus~and Rhus lobata ... 'Yerba Oso' or bears herb is a handsome shrub abundant upon the arenulous range between the Presidio and the Mission of San Francisco. It is perhaps worthy of remark that this sandy ridge lying between the Mission and Presidio is the only wooded part of the country near San Francisco ... " In general, however, Barclay's comments are inferior in accuracy and literary quality to the published writings of Belcher and Hinds dealing with many of the same subjects. As suggested by Smith (Gar d. Chron. 17: 306. 1882 ) Barclay probably died in the late 1840's in Buenos Aires, having returned to South America in private employ as a horticultural collector following the conclusion of the voyage of the Sulphur. His date of birth is apparently not recorded, but he died a relatively young man.
Much of the difference in the subsequent treatment given Hinds and Barclay was due to the disposition of their collections, Hinds giving his to Bentham, whereas Barclay's went to Kew and then apparently through the instrumentality of W. T. Aiton to Robert Brown at the British Museum. Only 405 specimens collected by Barclay, however, are recorded at the British Museum as having been received from Aiton in 1839 (thus before Barclay's second visit to California). In fact there are approximately 4,000 Barclay specimens at the British Museum. When and from whom they were received cannot now be traced in either the British Museum's or Kew's records or correspondence. At some point, however, Sir William Jackson Hooker obtained a partial set of Barclay's plants, and he made these available to his friend Bentham. His set, however, was not accompanied by the rather full field notes of Barclay, who in accord with the terms of his instructions kept a consecutively numbered field record of his collections. As far as we can judge, Hinds's plants never had associated with them more than the name of the locality where they were collected and his gatherings are in general less full than Barclay's. The third collector, Dr. Sinclair, also obtained a few plants in California on this voyage and perhaps gave them directly to Hooker, as will be seen below. It is important to note that all of this material was available to Bentham throughout the time he was conducting his studies, and hence all of it is equally important for purposes of typification. Furthermore, nearly every sheet, whether from his own or from Hooker's herbarium, bears a label in the hand of Bentham. The explanation for this is to be found in a letter from Hooker to Bentham, dated January 25, 1842 (Hooker-Bentham, p. 299), in which Hooker says, "If you please, when you are writing the names on a ticket for my specimens, let said ticket be rather neatly cut at the edge. I value your autographs of that kind and fasten them down in the Herbm." These were in nearly every case the only labels retained by Hooker. In the same letter, Hooker offers any duplicates present in the collection for Bentham's herbarium, and a number of the latter were taken as Bentham worked through the plants. In a later letter (Hooker--Bentham, p. 327, October 31, 1842) he asks Bentham for duplicates of Hinds's material "not in Barclays ... Of course, I mean such as are new or rare." This request was acceded to and the Hooker Herbarium, incorporated in the general collections at Kew, contains a number of duplicates of Hinds specimens. On the labels in his own collection Bentham indicated the date when he incorporated each in his herbarium (and presumably finished studying it). It is important to realize that such dates are not dates of collection, since this point has caused some confusion from time to time; and the same applies to most sheets from the Bentham Herbarium.
In the light of this material, I will now present in the order and with the numbers given by Bentham a list of the original material of the new species described by him in the "California" portion of the Botany of the Sulphur (Parts 1, 2, and a portion of Part 3; p. 1-57, pl. 1-26) . I have attempted whenever feasible to indicate in parentheses the current names for the plants originally described in this book by Bentham. In the following list, first the collections at Kew (K) from the sources given above are cited, thus including all material available to Bentham in preparing the descriptions of his new species. "B" indicates specimens which came to Kew from Bentham's herbarium, "H" those from Hooker's. If only one collection was available to Bentham, the name is preceded by an asterisk. All of the labels are written in Bentham's hand unless otherwise indicated. If Bentham had some Barclay material at hand, a second paragraph is added, giving the particulars of Barclay's more extensive field notes from his specimens at the British Museum (BM), starting with his field number. Barclay material has been located at the British Museum in nearly every case in which it exists at Kew, and in every case is considered to belong to the same collection. According to the provisions of the Code, all duplicates of such collections are to be considered isotypes, but the lectotype must be selected from the material Bentham actually worked with at Kew, if he had more than one specimen, and if he had only one, it should be considered the type. There are numerous additional collections made by Barclay at the British Museum, some of them belonging to species described by Bentham, but for which he had no Barclay material. These are not mentioned here. Through the kindness of Mr. J. E. Dandy, Keeper of Botany, British Museum (Natural History), seventy-one duplicate specimens of Barclay collections have been deposited in the herbarium, Rancho Santa Ana Botanic Garden, Claremont, California (RSA), and, if isotypes, they are indicated here.
It has not been possible to examine all the pertinent literature concerning these plants to determine if a lectotype may have been chosen by subsequent authors. Some such cases are, however, commented upon below. It is hoped that in the future this list may offer some guidance in the selection of lectotypes for the species described from California and Baja California in this work, and the same principles will be found to apply for all collections obtained on the voyage and studied by Bentham.
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